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This identification of Ophir with some place in India
is not a modern conjecture. The Vulgate translates
Job xxviii. 16, 'It cannot be valued with the gold of
Ophir' (Sophir, LXX), by f Non conferetur tinctis
Indice coloribus.' In Coptic Sofir is the name for
India3 the same word by which the LXX translated
the Hebrew Ophir.

Considering that in the Veda the people who spoke
Sanskrit were still settled in the north of India,
whereas at the time of Solomon their language had
extended to Cutch and even the Malabar coast, we
can hardly doubt that Sanskrit was an ancient and
historical language, as old as the Books of Kings, or
possibly as the book of Job, in which the gold of Ophir
is mentioned for the first time.1

sur le jPays $0$7rirt against fixing Ophir on the Indian coast, are not
conclusive. The arguments derived from, tho names of the articles ex-
ported from Ophir were unknown to him. It is necessary to mention
this, because Quatremere's name deservedly carries great weight, and
his essay on Ophir has lately been republished in the Miblivt/ifyue clus-
sique dcs C^l^jvitis contemytorainctt, 1861.

1 Job xxii. 24, xxviii. 16. Some of my critics have demurred to this
argument because the Books of Kings are not contemporaneous with
Solomon. The articles themselves, however, must have had names at
the time of Solomon; audit has never been suggested that at his timo
they had Semitic names, and that these were replaced by Indian nanuis
at a later time, when all maritime commercial intercourse between India
and Palestine had ceased. As to the name of sandal-wood, my critic**
ought to have known that both forms, algum as well as almttf/, occur in
the Bible. The different opinions on the geographical position of Ophir
have lately been most carefully examined and impartially summed up
by Mr. Twisleton, in the articles, quoted above, on Ophir and Tarnhfok
in Dr. Smith's Biblical Dictionary. Mr. Twisleton himself leans strongly
towards the opinion of those scholars who, like Michaelis, Niebuhr,
and Vincent, place Ophir in Arabia; and he argues very ingeniously,
that if we consider Ophir simply as an emporium, the principal objection,
viz. that gold or any other article brought from Ophir to Palestine was
not a natural product of Arabia, falls to the ground. That is trae.